This is a critical abstract of an economic evaluation that meets the criteria for inclusion on NHS EED. Each abstract contains a brief summary of the methods, the results and conclusions followed by a detailed critical assessment on the reliability of the study and the conclusions drawn.
Location/setting
USA/hospital.
Methods

Analytical approach:
This economic evaluation was based on the development of an analytic decision model, the structure of which was based on common clinical practice. The time horizon of the analysis was 21 days, this corresponding to the duration of the first cycle of chemotherapy. The authors stated that a societal perspective was adopted.
Effectiveness data:
The probability estimates used to populate the decision model were based on published evidence. Details of a review of the literature were not given. The effect of pegfilgrastim treatment was taken from a double-blind, randomised controlled trial (RCT), which represented the only RCT available for this intervention. The effect of filgrastim therapy was obtained from a meta-analysis of 17 RCTs. There was no information on other sources of data, but much of the evidence was taken from the two sources already mentioned.
Monetary benefit and utility valuations:
The utility values for specific conditions were based on data from a study in which 180 nurses served as proxies in evaluating cancer patients' preferences using the standard gamble approach.
Measure of benefit:
The summary benefit measure was quality-adjusted survival. This was expressed as the number of quality-adjusted lifedays (QALDs).
